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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 102(b) which reads as follows: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1- 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Douglas C. Fisher et al. (Pat. # US 7,225,156 B2 - herein referred to as Fisher). 

As per claim 1, 

Fisher disclosed a method for depositing funds in a deposit account, the method 
comprising: 

receiving a request to credit a specified amount to the deposit account at a node of a 
financial-services network that comprises a plurality of interconnected nodes, wherein 
the request includes an indirect identification of the deposit account 
(page 7, paragraph [0085]); (page 22, paragraph [0224], claim 2a); 
determining a direct identification of the deposit account from the indirect identification 
and from a nonpublic mapping of a plurality of respective indirect identifications to 
respective direct identifications of respective deposit accounts 
(page 13, paragraph [0137]); and 

issuing an instruction to credit the deposit account with the specified amount in 
accordance with the determined direct identification (page 5, paragraph [0047]). 

As per claim 2, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the financial-services network 
comprises a hub node and a plurality of ordinary nodes, wherein each ordinary node is 
in direct communication with the hub node (page 24, claim 42). 
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As per claim 3, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 2 wherein the node at which the request is 
received is the hub node (page 25, claim 59). 

As per claim 4, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein each of a plurality of the 
interconnected nodes is in direct communication with a second plurality of the 
interconnected nodes (page 24, claim 39, claim 43a). 

As per claim 5, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the nonpublic mapping is 
maintained at the node at which the request is received (page 14, paragraph [00143]). 

As per claim 6, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the nonpublic mapping 
comprises a plurality of nonpublic mappings of respective indirect identifications to 
respective direct identifications of respective deposit accounts, each such nonpublic 
mapping being maintained at a different node comprised by the financial-services 
network (page 25, claim 59c). 

As per claim 7, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein receiving the request comprises 
receiving the request as routed from a second financial-services network that comprises 
a second plurality of interconnected nodes (page 15, paragraph [0163]); 
(page 24, claim 43). 

As per claim 8, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein issuing the instruction to credit 
the deposit account comprises transmitting the instruction for routing over a second 
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financial- services network that comprises a second plurality of interconnected nodes 
(page 9, paragraph [0107]). 

As per claim 9, 

Fisher discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the network comprises an automatic- 
teller-machine network having least some nodes comprised by automatic teller 
machines (page 13, paragraph [0136]). 

As per claim 10, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein receiving the request comprises 
receiving the request as routed from an initiating automatic teller machine 
(page 5, paragraph [0047]). 

As per claim 11, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the request does not include the 
direct identification (page 9, paragraph [00110]); (page 12, paragraph [00131]). 

As per claim 12, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein: 

the request further includes an identification of a financial institution that maintains the 
deposit account (page 6, paragraph [0082]); and 

issuing the instruction to credit the deposit account comprises transmitting the 
instruction for routing to a node comprised by the financial institution 
(pages 2-3, paragraph [0025]). 

As per claim 13, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the node at which the request is 
received is comprised by a financial institution that maintains the deposit account 
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(page 13, paragraph [135]). 
As per claim 14, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the indirect identification is 
selected from the group consisting of a name of a holder of the deposit account, a name 
of a relative of the holder of the deposit account, a date meaningful to the holder of the 
deposit account, and a truncated portion of a numerical identifier of the holder of the 
deposit account (page 9, paragraph [01 10]). 

As per claim 15, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein the direct identification of the 
deposit account comprises a primary account number for the deposit account 
(page 13, paragraph [0135]). 

As per claim 16, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 15 wherein the direct identification of the 
deposit account further comprises a routing number identifying a financial institution that 
maintains the deposit account (page 1 , paragraph [0013]). 

As per claim 17, 

Fisher disclosed the method recited in claim 1 wherein at least a portion of the 
nonpublic mapping is encrypted (page 2, paragraph [0023]). 

As per claim 18, 

Claim 18 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 1 . Therefore, claim 18 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 . 

As per claim 19, 

Claim 19 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 4. Therefore, claim 19 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 4. 
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As per claim 20, 

Claim 20 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 8. Therefore, claim 20 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 8. 

As per claim 21, 

Claim 21 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 10. Therefore, claim 21 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 10. 

As per claim 22, 

Claim 22 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 12. Therefore, claim 22 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 12. 

As per claim 23, 

Claim 23 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 13. Therefore, claim 23 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 13. 

As per claim 24, 

Claim 24 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 14. Therefore, claim 24 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 14. 

As per claim 25, 

Claim 25 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 15. Therefore, claim 25 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 15. 

As per claim 26, 

Claim 26 is a product claim corresponding to method claim 17. Therefore, claim 26 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 17. 
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As per claim 27, 

Claim 27 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 1 . Therefore, claim 27 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 . 

As per claim 28, 

Claim 28 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 2. Therefore, claim 28 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 2. 

As per claim 29, 

Claim 29 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 3. Therefore, claim 29 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 3. 

As per claim 30, 

Claim 30 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 4. Therefore, claim 30 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 4. 

As per claim 31, 

Claim 31 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 6. Therefore, claim 31 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 6. 

As per claim 32, 

Claim 32 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 9. Therefore, claim 32 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 9. 

As per claim 33, 

Claim 33 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 17. Therefore, claim 33 is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 17. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN H. HOLLY whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3461. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 8 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James P. Trammell can be reached on (571)272-6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. H. H./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3694 



/James P Trammell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3694 



